Appl. No. 10/659,864 

Response to Office Action of July 27, 2004 

REMARKS 

This Response is submitted in reply to the Office Action dated July 27, 2004, and 
in accordance with the telephone interview conducted on November 1 , 2004. Claims 1, 
6, 7, 9, 16 and 17 have been amended. No new matter has been added by these 
amendments. An Information Disclosure Statement is submitted herewith. A check in 
the amount of $180.00 is submitted herewith to cover the cost of the Information 
Disclosure Statement. Please charge Deposit Account No. 02-1818 for any 
insufficiency or credit. 

Fig. 2 is submitted herewith. Fig. 2 adds no new matter and is fully supported by 
the existing specification. 

The Office Action rejected Claims 1-20 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter that Applicant regards as the invention. In the §112 rejections, the language 
regarding the structure of the first rotatable display and the second rotatable display 
was found to be indefinite for failing to show how the relative rotational and translational 
movement between the first and second displays is accomplished. In the §112 
rejections, the language regarding the structure of the first display was found to be 
indefinite for failing to show how the symbols on the first display are positioned in order 
for the second display to designate at least one of the symbols on the first display. 

While Applicant believes that the claims filed previously are sufficiently definite to 
overcome the §112 rejections, Applicant has amended the claim language as discussed 
during the interview to better define the structural relationship between the first and 
second displays. The changes were made for increased readability and are not 
intended to limit the scope of the claims. Applicant respectfully submits that the 
independent claims as currently amended satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. §112, 
second paragraph. 

An earnest endeavor has been made to place this application in condition for 
allowance and such allowance is courteously solicited. If the Examiner has any 
questions related to this Amendment, Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner 
contact the undersigned. 



7 



Appl. No. 10/659,864 

Response to Office Action of July 27, 2004 



Respectfully submitted, 
BELL, BOYD & LLOYD LLC 



Adam H. Masia 

Reg. No. 35,602 

P.O. Box 1135 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1135 

Telephone: (312)807-4284 

Dated: November 17. 2004 



BY 
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